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STATEMENT OF COMMISSIONER AARON WILSON, JR.

I applaud the Commission’s willingness to impose penalties on telecommunications carriers that violate our regulations, fail to pay their assessments, or fail to timely comply with our obligations regarding universal service support.  This approach is long overdue in the telecommunications area.  

However, I do not support application of any mitigation criteria under Joseph A. Rosi v. Bell-Atlantic Pennsylvania, Inc. and Sprint Communications, L.P., Docket No. C-00992409 (March 16, 2000)(Rosi).  The use of a “mitigation” criteria is disturbing because it legitimizes the potential for discrimination in the application of the penalty provisions of our Public Utility Code.  Mitigation is premised on a largely subjective view of a utility, a utility’s counsel, or a utility’s reputation.  I have not supported, and do not support, use of criteria that institutionalizes discriminatory and subjective treatment.  
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